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1a Student Response 1
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Score Point: 1

Though many text references from both writing samples are presented, none of the points is
identified as a strength or weakness.  Repeated declarations of the writer’s intent (I state; I’ve
listed; I write about) emphasize that the focus is off task, retelling rather than reflecting.
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1b Student Response 2

Score Point: 1

The attempt at critical reflection remains too vague for the reader to understand either the critical
points (I really like ...  the way I ask questions) or the attempts to support points (it was normally
followed by a reasonable answer).
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1c Student Response 3

Score Point: 1

This response offers only vague or surface points of criticism regarding one writing sample.
Attempts at analysis only underscore the writer’s lack of understanding of the critical task (it
being about me I knew what to say; some more detail ...  that way it would have been longer).
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1d Student Response 4

Score Point: 2

This minimal response mixes assertions regarding surface features of the writing (tend to
capitalize words) with more important points of criticism (did not jump around; sometimes I tend
to ramble on).  Though lacking in support and detail, these generalizations about the writing are
sufficient to achieve a low 2.
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1e Student Response 5
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Score Point: 2

Though this response analyzes the message of one piece of writing at some length, for the most
part it fails to attend to the task of criticizing strengths and weaknesses of the writing.  A few
critical points within the poem’s analysis (it helps the reader to put himself in their “perfect
world”; the beginning and end paragraphs play off each other), as well as the concluding points
of analysis, attend to the task sufficiently to achieve a score point of 2.
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1f Student Response 6
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Score Point: 2

Although this strong 2 response makes many statements and general text references, most are not
linked to the strengths or weaknesses of the writing.  Without critical reflection or direction, the
text references appear to have no point beyond that of mere summary or retelling (the paper
talked about...).
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1g Student Response 7

Score Point: 2

This response highlights some critical points of the two writing samples and attempts to support
these points with general text references.  However, weak organization causes the reader to be
confused as to which writing piece is being examined and which points illustrate which strengths
or weaknesses.
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1h Student Response 8
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Score Point: 2

This high 2 response opens with a specific example to support the point of “descriptive
language.”  The level of reflection is not sustained, however, and the response becomes a mere
list of unsupported assertions (another strength is the conveyance of emotion and meaning) and
generalizations about writing (sometimes the pieces I write are good but sometimes they stink).
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1i Student Response 9
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Score Point: 3

Though outwardly attending to all aspects of the task—making analytic points, offering specific
support and then reflecting upon the issues—vague points (I like how I began my introduction)
and equally vague attempts at explanation (says what I wanted to say very clearly) hold this
response to a low 3.
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1j Student Response 10

Score Point: 3

Despite identifying many weaknesses and strengths and using many examples, the selected
examples and/or analysis only somewhat support the intended criticism (then I told him, “No
pain, no gain,” which actually gives the reader an image of the story).  Clearer points of criticism
or more appropriate text examples would be necessary for a higher score point.
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1k Student Response 11
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Score Point: 3

This response reflects upon two samples of writing using specific text references for support.
Because the points of criticism are frequently obscure (I asked G not to make “the word murderer
synonymous with the AIDS victim”) and the analysis vague (the wolf ...  brings a certain
wildness to the story), the response is held to a 3.



HST in Writing Spring 2000 Released Items

Page 21

1l Student Response 12

Score Point: 3

This strong 3 response offers many specific points of criticism.  However, the reflection upon the
first writing sample is mainly a list of assertions (short; very easy to read) with only an occasional
general text reference for support (more informative on how the lab turned out).  Though specific
examples support critical points regarding the “paintballing” paper, no critical reflection explains
their significance.
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1m Student Response 13
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Score Point: 3

This high 3 response addresses the strengths and weaknesses of each writing sample.  However,
most points remain unsupported or are only somewhat supported by general text references (good
description about how I stole a candy bar).  When specific examples are cited (good words like
“face-centered cubic crystal”), their significance is not critically examined.



HST in Writing Spring 2000 Released Items

Page 24

1n Student Response 14



HST in Writing Spring 2000 Released Items

Page 25

Score Point: 4

This response begins and ends with clear points supported by specific text references and
clarifying critical reflection.  Though some unsubstantiated assertions (other strengths are my use
of dialogue and similes) are linked to general reflections on writing (help to bring more into the
story), sufficient specific details support this analysis for a low 4.
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1o Student Response 15
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Score Point: 4

This response focuses on the analytic task from the start (my strengths fall into the categories of
vocabulary and descriptive writing while my weakness seems to be in the area of the closing).
Points of criticism (good vocabulary) are supported by appropriate specific text (slowly and
feebly the old man) and explained (the word feebly best fit the sentence dealing with the old
man).  A strong organizational strategy enhances the ideas and moves the reader through each
point of critical reflection.
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1p Student Response 16
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Score Point: 4
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1q Student Response 17
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Score Point: 4



HST in Writing Spring 2000 Released Items

Page 33

1r Student Response 18
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Score Point: 4
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1s Student Response 19
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Score Point: 4
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2a Student Response 1

Score Point: 1

This high 1 response attempts to respond to two different parts of the prompt: costs/benefits and
older/younger relationships.  This shift in focus results in little discernible shape with few details
to support the ideas given.
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2b Student Response 2

Score Point: 1

This response attempts to discuss the relationship between two people from non-broken homes.
However, the details (lived with only one parent; had more than their share of problems; fought
about everything) do not support the idea that “this relationship worked so well.”  Clarifying the
link between these ideas would help this high 1 response.
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2c Student Response 3
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Score Point: 2

This low 2 response is focused on the relationship between R and the writer.  The ideas (changed
my life quite dramatically, difficulties in our relationship, and made sure our relationship would
never die) are developed with limited details and examples.  Sentence structure and diction are
generally correct but rudimentary.
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2d Student Response 4
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Score Point: 2

The writing in this response focuses on the relationship between the writer, a girl called B, and
another boy called K.  Some ideas are introduced (these sorts of things, I seen an opportunity so I
took it, and treated like K treated her) but are not explained.  The story shows some evidence of
structure; however, the story moves too fast and lacks sufficient development for a higher score.
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2e Student Response 5
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Score Point: 2

In this high 2 response, the writing is focused on the idea that relationships become stronger
because of problems.  The structure becomes only partially successful when the relationship
between the writer and his boss is presented by citing examples of problems in the boss’s life
(daughter, father, custody, work).  These examples are not successfully linked and the final
paragraph is merely added on.
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2f Student Response 6
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Score Point: 2

This high 2 response focuses on the relationship between a coach and members of the team.  The
details supporting the idea that the coach cares for his team members as if they were his own
children are repetitive.  This repetition (hate the coach, do your best, extra push) causes the
organization to be only partially successful.
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2g Student Response 7
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Score Point: 3

The writing in this low 3 response is generally clear and focused on the benefits and costs of
maintaining a relationship.  Its organizational structure is functional and helps to control the
writing.  The list of benefits, along with well-developed examples of the costs (losing parents and
friends), help to support the content.
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2h Student Response 8
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Score Point: 3

This response presents a time when the writer was changed by a relationship with someone
different from himself.  The story begins with the background of the writer and quickly
progresses from meeting the girlfriend to the changes (giving up drugs and alcohol) that come
about.  Although the details are clear and focused, they lack sufficient development to support the
conclusion “my girlfriend has straightened out my life and given me a future.”
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2i Student Response 9
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Score Point: 3

The functional structure of this response helps to organize the four ideas: relationships help us learn
from our mistakes, achieve goals, are pivotal in team work, and are the foundation for success.  The
examples supporting these ideas are general and do not clearly explain the writer’s ideas (all great
accomplishments and discoveries root back to the simple act of relating with each other).
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2j Student Response 10
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Score Point: 4

The writing in this response is original, clear and focused.  The control used in developing the
relationship between the writer and B moves the reader easily through the story.  The voice and
tone are authentic, and the control of language (reeked of confidence and put the self-conscious
in awe; quaking fear) contributes to the effect of the presentation.
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2k Student Response 11
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Score Point: 4

The changing relationship of J and S is richly developed and supported by effective examples and
details.  The maturing relationship is presented clearly and progresses logically as J grows up and
becomes her own person.  The thoughtful tones and ideas (I was S at a glance and J up close; I’ve
broadened my horizons beyond just what S did) help this 4 response to be engaging, original,
clear and focused.
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2l Student Response 12
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Score Point: 4
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2m Student Response 13
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Score Point: 4
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2n Student Response 14
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Score Point: 4
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